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February 1934, and the stay-in strikes during the Popular
Front Government of 1936. In France democracy, and later
Socialism, have always been something to fight for, something
for which recourse to the barricades has become a time-hon-
oured vindication. This peculiar tradition is alien to British
ways of thought, for which 'the rule of law5 is so essential a
basis of democratic methods and aims that violence is instinc-
tively distrusted. The experience of organized resistance be-
tween 1940 and 1944 has deepened this old conviction in
France. In 1943 a genial Socialist such as Louis Levy could
write that 'the regime of the Commune was wholly demo-
cratic', and proceed to take his reader on a descriptive tour of
the French provinces, showing how 'democratic3 and 'Re-
publican5 each has been by recounting its record of active
resistance and rebellion to successive authorities in French his-
tory. He assumes throughout that democracy is a faith which
may demand civil war as much as a war of national defence.
It involves a temper sharper and more drastic than that fos-
tered by the parliamentary habits of Britain. To raise the barri-
cades to defend the Republic in 1848 or the Commune in 1871
are for him as much proofs of democratic spirit as to have voted
against Marshal Petain in 1940.
This permanent factor in French life is closely linked with
that 'social strand5 of the revolutionary tradition already de-
scribed. It is as if, at moments of crisis, this force asserted itself
in two ways. On one hand, the demand for a more 'social
democracy3 comes to the front—whether with Babeuf in 1796,
Louis Blanc in 1848, Blanqui and the Communards in 1871,
Marxism in 1934-6, or Resistance in 1945. On the other hand,
faith in the 'sovereignty of the people5, in the form of direct
popular action, became the habitual last sanction against those
who would cheat the rebels of the fruits of their efforts, or who
would check the revolution half-way. In practically every French
revolution the chief gains have gone less to the men who made
the revolution than to the more moderate elements which con-
trived to check the drift to anarchy and divert the benefits of
change in their own direction. Perhaps the main reason is that
recourse to the barricades is apt to strengthen, not prevent, the

